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After lunch the President invited Mr. Khrushchev for a short 
walk in the garden. While in the garden, the President asked Mr. 
Khrushchev how he managed to make himself available for such pro- 
longed conversations as, for example , he had had with Senator * 
Humphrey and Walter Lippmann. The President said he understood 
that no one had interrupted the . Chairman during those meetings. 
As far as he was concerned, the President continued, his schedule 
was very crowded and he was constantly wanted on the telephone, so 
that it was very difficult for him to have time for lengthy un- 
interrupted meetings. 

Mr. Khrushchev; replied that it was true that he had indeed 
y had prolonged uninterrupted meetings with Senator Humphry and 
Lippmann. The reason why he had time for such meetings was that 
the Soviet Government had been decentralized to the extent that 
administrative functions had been transferred to the governments 
of the individual republics, while the government of the Union 
retained the responsibility for over-all planning. 

The President remarked that our system of several branches 
of government involved contacts and consultations between the 
President and the various branches, and that this was a time con- 
suming process. 
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To this, Mr. Khrushchev replied: "Well, why don't you 
switch to our system?" 

The President then invited Mr* Khrushchev Tor a private talk 
inside* 

The President referred to the conversation before lunch and 
said that some of the problems faced by the two countries had been 
discussed* Now he wanted to come back to the general thesis* 
While Laos was one problem now under discussion, others; might come up 
in the future* Thus, it would be useful to discuss the general 
problem underlying tba situation and consider the specifics per- 
haps later* In addition to Laos, which had already been discussed, 
such specifics might include . Germany and nuclear tests* The 
President then recalled Mr # Khrushchev^ earlier reference to the 
death of feudalism* He said, he understood this to mean that 
capitalism was to be succeeded by Communism* This was a disturb- 
ing situation because the French Revolution, as the Chairman well 
knew, had caused great disturbances and upheavals throughout 
Europe* Even e ar lie r the struggle between Catholics and Protes- 
tants had caused the Hundred Year War* Thus it is obvious that 
when systems are in transition we should be careful, particularly 
today when modern weapons are at hand* Whatever the result: of 
the present competition -- and no one can be sure what it w? 11 
be — both sides should act in such a way as to prevent them from 
coming into direct contact and thus prejudicing the establishment 
of lasting peace, which, the President said, was his ambition, 

Mr. Khrushchev interjected that he fully understood this* 

Even the Russian Revolution had produced convulsions, even 
intervention by other countries, tba President continued* He 
then said that he wanted to explain what he meant by "miscal- 
culation 11 * In Washington, he has to attempt to make judgments 
of events, judgments which may be accurate or not; he made a mis- 
judgment with regard to the Cuban situation* He has to attempt 
to make judgments as to what the USSR will do next, just as he is 
sure that Mr. Khrushchev has to make judgments as to the moves of 
the US. The President emphasized that the purpose of this meet- 
ing was to introduce greater precision in these judgments so 
that our two countries could survive this period of competition 
without endangering their national security* 

Mr* Khrushchev responded by saying that tills was a good idea 
and that this was what he called demonstration of patience and 
understanding. However, judging by some of the President's 
statements, the Soviet Union understood the situation differently* 
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The US believes that when people want to Improve their lot, this 
JL^^J 1 *^ 011 ** other3 - Mf. Khrushchev said that he liked 
J??* -I 3 lden *'3 statement in his message to Congress to the effect 
2SJ It ?fi d:Lfri 5 ult to defend ideas not supporting better stand- 
£?L?Lii^5S\ H ° W9Ver ' , the ^aident drew the wrong conclusion. 
2!i J i5 Z f Wh f? ?f° ple ri3e a 8 airat tyrants, that is a re- 

sult of Moscow's activities. This is not so. Failure bv the US 

^l«??^ 3 ^ d ^ hi ?r ? enerat * a ******- Hie USSR dot , not foment re- 
volution but the United States al ways lo oks for outside 
whenever certain upheavals occur, 




w 5?4 r r* v N ° a S^ eefflent seema to be possible on this point, 
but this fact should be taken into account. Mr. Khrushchev 

5™ 6 ^ ted that tt, ; Pw " ldMt, « *•"■ were cox^ctbStSlt he 
££? ! wrong conclusion. Another example of this situation is 
SJ^f^r hand ^l or people, headed by Pidel Castro, overthrew 
SttSSi « JfS^ because of its oppressive nature. During 
22 r\? 5 i ? hfc a sains* Batista, US capitalist circles, as they 
EL^J^VJ" USSR ' ° u ?P° rt « d Batiata and this is 'why ST 
SSK?^^ 011 ?*? P ^ P1 ? turned a « ain 3 t «» United States. The 
S!i^,f a / 6Cl3l °, n t0 launch a ^ding in Cuba only strengthened 
S^rS^, 1 ? 1 ** 7 ^2"^ Castro's own position, because the 
S2 P i!.2 * Uba K? re afr f id toat th °y would « et ^ther Batista 
Slm?!f^% a ^ ie T nts of the revolution. Castro is. not a 
Communist but US policy can make him one. US policy is grist on 
SMSEk * S ^^^* because US actions pro?e tnat CcSunis?? 

rcom»"unf; t J£i S J T a K haT Sald . that he ix^ elf had not been born 
a Communist and that it was capitalists who had made him a Com- 

TatShrJ? contin )£ d Jy saying that the President's concept was 
£»£?? °ff • ^ **•■**•»* *»<* said that the US had attacked 

SSSi - e 2S?? " A i WaS .u 1?hreat to *»»*io« security. Can S S million 
state! 2S 1 I fc b ?/f? rfl f t to the. .mighty US? The United States nls 
stated that it is free to act, but what about . Turkey and Iran? 
Sjv e h^f n?T trieS ^ e Wolloirsrs, they march in its wake, and 
they have US bases and rockets. If the US believes that it is 

rZZLt fi~ i ?"* n J $f t flhould thaU SSR do? The US has set a pre- 
cedent for intervention. In internal.;.. .1 affairs of other? : t ? f 

, *%*%*> 
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thTll - S# J*" USS i 13 Wronger than Turkey and Iran, just as 
the US is stronger than Cuba. This situation may cause miscal- 
culation touse the President's tern. Both sides snou^d a£ee 
to rule out miscalculation. This is why, Mr. Khrushchev said he 
was happy that the President had said that Cuba was a mistake: 

The President said that he agreed with Mr. 
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second point h* wanted to make, the President said, was fflt he 
atit-^S 1 ?* i° r ? atia * a * The disagreement between the United 
subW*-^ Sf S tr ° < S not ° ver monopolies; this question could be 
nis J Inl ft n?^ S ^ 3i ? n ; ^ maln P° int is «"* Castro has announced 
Thl, SJS VI ■?, in ^ 6 eneral «••*» usiag Cuba as a base. 
Si- r?? J vto S»«HT cr a*te a peril to the United States. A fur- 
r^??^ I '<t h Z ^sident said, that the United States re- 
3?^!?* " haS baS f S in ^^y and **«• However, these 
TO?R ^™ 6S ^ e 3 ir ea ? that theY couldb « no threat to the 
SS»i^ r S 2^ Cuba to the US « The President reminded Mr. 
toT^nX 6 l5 ttM f^^f 6 ? P 011 ^ of thd USSR that it would not 
*° }*l a * e Sovsrnments hostile to it in areas which it regards as 

reaction S^V*? f nterest to lfc - He inquired what thJ 8 Sss5«" 
reaction would be xt a government associated with the West were 

free choW r* ^^^ ^ e United States standa *>r the rig?? of 
he £±2? S^f ^? 1 , 1 ^° pl r and " Ca3tro had act « d ^ that spirit, 
tlw^tr^^° bta i2 d endors ement. The United Stateshasnever 
taken any action with regard to such countries asW^MMI 
«^ a ^% governments in those countries were ffB!fflEclea 

STfSfi r i PO i 1 * i J? are re 8 a rded by the United States as/Jte£ment 
ZL ^^, le , ad ! rS ? ip ^ The Resident concluded by saying that it 
S?«SJn l0 !S *J ?* Ve th ^ chan S es occurring in the world and 
i£™?™^! L ba i ance of power take place in a way that would not 
involve the prestige or the treaty commitments of our two 
^^Jries. The changes should be peaceful. Finally, the 
President said, if certain governments, should ..fail to produce 
better living for their people, if they failed to give better 

J ?W°£L£ i § h ? r I***?*** of livljQ €' •*«•• to their peoplefand 
™„S ? W J rked in «» interest of only a small group, their days 
would be doomed. But in all these developments; the President 
reiterated, we should avoid direct contact between our two 
aecurit S ° ** *** % ° '***&*!<** the interests of their national 

t^J** K 5f Uanchev s^d he agreed with the President's conclusion. 
iiJcewiae, there were some points of agreement between.him and the 
President with regard to Cuba, although there was still consider- 
able disagreement. For instance, Mr. Khrushchev said, he agreed 
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that the right of free choice 3hould be ensured to ail people-, 
but the question of choice should be solely up to the people 
themselves. If Castro has not held any elections, thi! is an 

Ca a ^*??f a t r ^ ^ gr ^ t3 n ° one tb * **■&* to'in^rvene^ If 

ftSm^hfi^L,^ g iT?/r edom t0 Mfl people he wil1 deta *h himself 
from them and he will be removed just as Batista was. It would 

«l^J i S e r X ?/ i S;f bl0a " OUr tW ° <««»trle.s took it upon Sem- 
S«i ™*^? decide this question, Mr. Khrushchev then said that he 
d?d ^ 6d some u in c°nfi3tency in US policy. He specified that he 
dad not mean the policy of the President personally, because he 

SS ^w 1 ?* 116 Whi 1 te H S Use ^ since ***• recently, butcher 
US policy in general. He sa id that the United x+.a+.aZ nio^. 

great emphasis on democracy '" — ^^ 



r«o-i«A«^s^-wr<- ? ^ a i. stat ®saupports^So?^eafl^nary 

regimes ana this is how the people see US policy. This weakens 

US policy. The United States knows that Soviet policy is more^ 

tSEf* ^n^p 501107 i U 5?* areas Where there P ?s nS Communism 
tlffll ^t 7 S 2J su PP° rta ^e aspirations of the people but it 
5ei« ? ™f fc ? 6 ?^L thin « is to be tolerant and nSt tTinter- 
or *ev«™ P i? ^ OUld *? l6ft t0 decide for themselves which firm 
»Lf«ZS? *5 th ?J d !S ipfl * ** to Pidel Castro, he was no Com- 
munist but when the US put pressure on him and applied sanctions 

SadflS 1 ?' F? q ? SR Came t0 "» ^3iatance? intoe JorTof ^ 
trade and technical support. Under the influence of this aid he 

SiS^ C ° nmUd ! t u but ' te * ^^rushchev said, he as a ConmuSst 
*™ d no *.? eo which way Castro would go. Mr. Khrushchev then 
2S^ ? 6d theho P* ^t the relations. between the -US and Cuba ^ • 
^ifh2S°S! in "?* f^ ld3 aS trade ' etc * Such * statement, Mr. 
buT?£e SJs£ £!?7 ed ' "l^J ^T* stran « e to **e baited States,' 
Sh™ 7S* b ? 11 ? ve " *** 3Uch a development would improve re- 
?£« 2^5 * S** 7 ^ 11 tb * Western Hemisphere, but also throughout 
£ *J2 if ^ ^Mr* Khrushchev then referred to Turkey and said that 
in the recent change that had occurred in that country, the USSR 
in d «^? 1 ?? d ? eUt ?^ b ! CaUae " re S^ded the change aT'an * 

S£22 al u* rC ' 1 ? °£ that C0Unt *T- Idkewiae, there had been a 
the SfsS ^5 9 W ^°? ea ^th^* relatively short time. Neither 
Si- ^2? 22* * h K ° rea had ***•**•*•*• One can say, however, 
that the present government will not last very long because if 
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cannot give anything to the people. Of course, if South Korea 
did something in North Korea, the latter will act and the USSR 
will support it. However, the USSR's position is that of non- 
interference and of not creating new points of friction* It is 
a policy directed at bringing about a stable situation throughout 
the world, Mr. Khruahchev then addressed himself to the Laotian 
situation and said that the President knew very well that it had 
- been the US Government vhich had overthrown Souvanna Phouma. One 
should be frank and recognize that both the United States and the 
USSR are supplying arms in Laos, The side supported by the USSR 
will be more successful because the arms supplied by the United 
States are directed against the people and the people do not want 
to take them. In China, the arms supplied by the United States 
to Chiang Kai Shek went to Mao Tse Tung. Chiang Kai Shek became 
sort of a transfer p<gis£ for American arms to Mao Tse Tung, The 
reason for that was/Chiang's troops simply would not fight against 
the people. At that point -Mao Tse Tung was weaker militarily 
than Chiang Kai Shek, but he won because his ideas won. In 
general, the history of revolutions is very instructive. During 
the Russian Revolution, the revolutionaries were weak and a 
counter-revolution occurred. The revolutionaries had to fight 
against the counter-revolutionaries, the British, the Japanese, 
the French, and others. Even the United States intervened, Mr, 
Khrushchev recalled in this connection that he had read a book 
by an American Colonel entitled "U.S. Adventure in Siberia", 
Notwithstanding all this , the revolution was victorious because 
the people were on its side. Mr. Khrushchev then said that we 
must be patient. If the United States supports old, moribund, 
reactionary regimes, then a precedent of internal intervention 
will be set, which might cause a clash between our two countries, 
The USSR certainly does not desire such a development. 

The President rejoined by saying that he wished to explain 
the logic of what Mr. Khrushchev considered to be the illogical 
point in US position. He said that he wanted to do this not in 
order to defend any of our actions, but simply to explain things 
as we saw them. The President stated that we regard the present 
balance of power between Sino-Soviet forces and the forces of the 
United States and Western Europe as being more or less in balance. 
The President said that he did not wish to discuss the details of 
the respective military postures, but that generally this was 
how we saw the situation, 

Mr, Khrushchev interjected that he agreed with this. 

j The President then said that the United States has three 
| interests. The first interest is that the right of free choice 

be ensured 
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not agree with thle but this is whit we desir'e l^i^^Z ^ 

«4 J %i «. v ' i h 13 not Possible in Spain. Mr. Khrushchev had 
wwi« ?f hS ° OUld not «nderataad how the US couldobject to Cuba 
Int^est ™° 3UpP ° yt1 ^ S P a *»- The reason is trJ. ^LIV*** 




Tu ff0 c^f r0 Si? e ? < COnt f nUod - b * sa 7 in 8 * at w * also support 

the balance of power in Western Europe would radiSalfy chLge^and 
this is, of course, a matter of great concern to ^ ThftMrd 
interest of the United States is to see X£tt£ neit Scade^ 
and we cannot predict which Kay the developments 55*4 *t& t tiae 
the^an^e^owg? ^^" * ^ *>»« ™" ™* ^1^1, SJS 

( This is our general view with which Mr. 
ESSST** 1 ** T a r ee ' but tMs ia the 1 °S i <^ of our position. 
. waf S^tL^L 1 ? ! 1 ^ Ration, the ^esidSnt said thft this 
f>L ^f^fii ? 1 !? co ? ce ^ n *° Ufl « W^l® relatively unimportant 

STbSLSS^^k S ^S° int ' this couatr y waa included under 
tne protocol to the SEATO agreement in the Treatv Area a»i «,«« 
we have treaty commitments in that area. The President thtn^aid 

oetn wfsf ^e^SSS'^ £°\ iC J * tbit *££*?£* "a^ways^ 
Deen wise. He stated that he had not been able to make a final 

£f£SE/? t0 Wh f t . the P e °P^ :1 »- desires in that ar?f are. 
Pa?he?^f« S„? U J>, inf0rmat t 0n ' thero ar6 about ^^ or Sn thousand 
is feat th e ^L« 7 J"? *** d t t±act advaata 6es in our view. One 
««irfl ^ 7 are foT « han 8 e * a« President remarked that he him- 
n?«^™5? C ° hanse and that he ^d been elected on the basis of 
"ShSS £S °f chan 8 e % He ^en said that was not to say that if 
Ln+%? JS re to °5 CU ^ in Laoa it; would b <> ^e one the people 
E2?»:* second advantage Pathet Lao has is the fact that they 

22 ££ ^ P S? r ? 2?\ oal3r ** the rorm or 8U PPUes, but also in 7 
*££ o£ f Vle * ^^ »a*Power, which has made them a stronger 

lfo?u?l »^ P 5'« bl ?l n0 \£ roa a kistorical standpoint is to find a 
< solution not involving the prestige or the interests of our two 

L_ 



countries | 



S EOnPF - 










•; :■•/ <. - • ■-.' » , '•ss *^» ■*-*' 



~=5= — 



^* UB 



r ~ i 

1 countries * The President recalled that last March he had said ' 
that the United States wanted a neutral and independent Laos. 
The USSR had said it wanted the same* The question now is of 
definition of these two terms, "neutral" and " independent ". The 
President said that he believed that Cambodia. and Burma were 
neutral and independent countries and inquired what Mr. Khrush- 
chev's view on this was. 

Mr. Khrushchev said that he held the same view. 

The President continued by saying that the problem in Geneva 
was how to secure a cease fire in Laos and to establish a mechan- 
ism for its verification* The point is that the Soviet side had 
stated that forces associated with us had taken action against 
Pathet Lao. For our part, we have information that forces sup- 
ported by the Soviet Union have violated the cease fire, parti- 
cularly in the Padong area. ' Therefore, the ICC should undertake 
to determine the exact situation and if it were to find that the 
forces supported by the US are at fault, the US would take the 
responsibility. If we support the ICC in making such a determin- 
ation, then the next step would be to create a neutral and 
independent Laos. 

Mr. Khrushchev said that he wished to revert to the question 
of regimes which the USSR calls rotten and anti-popular. He said 
that he could cite a numbe r, of c ountries where power had been 




[n Latin America. Such regimes are anti -popular 
and yet the United States supports them. However, if there is 
popular upheaval, the US regards this as Communist seizure of 
power and does not support it. This is dangerous for the future 
and leads to a deterioration of the situation. There should be 
no interference and people should decide for themselves. Toler- 
ance and patience are absolutely required. Mr. Khrushchev, then 
said that he wanted to say a few words about the. so-called 
guerilla warfare against regimes that are not to US liking. There 
has been a lot of talk about this kind of warfare in the United 
States and this is a dangerous policy. Mr. Khrushchev asked the 
President to believe him that if guerilla units were to be sent 
from the outside and were not supported by the people, that would 
be a hopeless undertaking. He said that the USSR had had great 
experience in this kind of warfare throughout its own history* 
The war against Napoleon in 1812, the Civil War, including the 
struggle against the US in Siberia, and World War II, had been 
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fought with guerilla units. If guerilla troops are local troops, ' 
belonging to the country, then every bush is their ally, ir 
they are not, thgg. only bloodshed will occur and such an under- 
taking will pay/ dividends* Mr*. Khrushchev then recalled hi3 
service in the Red Army and said that the Red Army had British 
clothing Seized from the White Anny under Denikin, which was sup- 
ported by the British and whose units were destroyed by the Reds* 
In spite of its being very poor, the Red Amy won because the 
people were on its side* Mr. Khrushchev then observed that our 
two sides differed as to their understanding of what popular or 
anti-popular movements were* However, both sides should agree not 
to interfere and let the peoples decide for themselves* This is 
the only wise course to take* Modern times are not like the past; 
modern weapons are terrible* He said that he did not know whether 
the balance of power was exact, but that did not matter anyway. 
Both sides know very well that they have enough power to destroy 
each other* This is why there should be no interference* Mr. 
Khrushchev then referred to Angola and said that the United States 
supported Portugal in this matter because it was its ally. The 
USSR regards this situation as a popular war against colonialists. 
The US has no colonies but it supports colonial countries, and 
this is why the people are against it. There was a time when the 
United States was a leader in the fi#it for freedom. As a matter 
of fact, the Russian Czar refused to recognize the United States 
for twenty-six years because he regarded the United States as an 
illegitimate creature. Now the United States refuses to recognize 
New China — things have changed, haven 1 1 they? 

The President said that he wanted first to refer to Angola 
and said that he agreed with what Mr. Khrushchev had said. In 
fact, the US and USSR had voted alike in the U*N* General Assembly 
and Portugal was bitter because of this* We have supported the 
liberation movement in Africa, and if one should take a look at 
the map of Africa today, he would see a great number of new 
countries* We hope that in the next two or three years the number 
will increase still further* 

Mr. Khrushchev inquired with regard to Algeria and the Congo* 

The President said that the United States had supported U.N. 
actions directed against Belgian interests in the Congo, particul- 
arly in the Katanga area,, where the Belgians relief on Tshombe. 
The United States supported U.N. actions which sharply curtailed 
Belgian influence in that area. Belgium was of course disturbed 
by this* 

the 

Mr* Khrushchev said that this was true but/US voice in these ~ 
matters was very timid* The Belgians may be displeased but the 
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people are even more displeased. US policy is very uneven and 
even when the United States supports anti-Colonialism for tacti- 
cs 1 r e a 30na > its voice is ver 5" ^iet. Basically, US policy is 
that of support for Colonialist powers. 

The President stated that in NATO the US is allied to a 
number of countries which are colonial powers. Yet in view of 
the peat changes that have occurred in Africa, where some 2$ 
countries have obtained their independence in a very short time, 
it is quite clear what the trend is. 

Hr l Khrushchev said that uiis was true but wondered what the 
reason for this trend was and whose effort had brought about the 
change. He said that if the two countries could unite their 
efforts they could do away with the vestiges of colonialism. The 
liberated peoples should be. left alone to take any path they want. 
Naturally, the USSR would be pleased if they took the Socialist 
path. 

rr 4* The Resident then stated that what was of concern to the 
united States was the speech Mr. Khrushchev had made last January 
and in which he had advanced the thesis of three types of war 
The problem is how this thesis should be interpreted, particularly 
the point on the so-called national wars of liberation. The fact 
is that certain groups seize power, frequently by military means. 
Some of such groups are friendly to the USSR and some to the 
United States, and the two countries lend support to them. If 
one takes the situation in Viet Nam, there are some seven to 
fifteen thousand guerillas there. We do not believe that they 
reflect the will of the people, while the USSR may believe so. 
The problem is to avoid getting involved in direct contact as we 
support the respective groups. In Laos, where the two countries 
are openly supporting the respective local groupings, the ques- 
tion is how to draw fire out of the situation in a way that would 
be mutually satisfactory to both sides. 

Mr, Khrushchev said that the President and himself had a dif- 
ferent understanding of liberation wars. As far as Laos is con- 
cerned, the Soviet Union is for an independent and neutral Laos 
and the Foreign Ministers of the two countries are probably talk- 
ing about this problem right now. Referring to his January' speech, 
in which he had mentioned three types of war, Mr. Khrushchev 
said that the U.N. had passed a resolution advocating independence 
for all colonial. .people*.. Portugal has been flouting that resolu- 
tion and the question arises as ho how long the people should wait. 
In these circumstances, the people's only recourse is to rise in 
arms. The Soviet Union believes that this is a sacred war. A 
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similar situation prevails in Algeria. De Gaulle, who is an I 
ally of the United States, is an intelligent man and perhaps he 
would be doing more if he had no problem with his generals. Of 
course, this is an internal matter of Prance, but what should the 
Algerian people do — wait for Prance? The fact is that Algeria 
should belong to Algerians and Algerians are Arabs* The only 
thing they can do is rise« Such a war is sacred and the Soviet 
Union supports it. Such wars will go on. The United States it- 
self rose agairet the British, The Soviet Union has been proud 
of the United States in this respect* But now the US has changed 
its position and it is against other peoples; following its suit* 
The Soviet Union is against all wars, both general and local. In 
this respect it is ahead of the United States, because the United 
States recognizes local wars* However, the Soviet Union recognizes 
the freedom of struggle for liberty* Although the Soviet Union 
does not p articipate directly , it sympathizes w ith and supports 
such wars. 
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The President said that he wanted to make two points* First, 
with regard to the problem of national independence in Africa, he 
believed that Africa had made an extraordinary step in that 

j 



direction 





»juuiii!7^ __ 

-12- 

I direction and the United States had associated itself with that | 
movement on many occasions. Perhaps more could have been done, 
but we do have problems with our allies • The President recalled 
that in 1956 he had spoken in the Senate about the need for 
national self -determination in Algeria* This movement of self- 
determination is now going on in Asia and Africa* What concerns 
us is what will come after these changes* It is here that dis- 
agreement exists between our two countries* The President re- 
called his remark about the balance of power being more or less 
even today and stated that we were concerned that this balance 
might be disturbed if some of these countries should associate 
themselves with the USSR* A glance at the map of the divided world 
is a fluff"™ Qrrt illustration of fcMg point* The second point re - 
ards 




;atea* 



This is a problem of security for the United 



Mr. Khrushchev said that this was an interesting conception 
with which he could not agree. Now he could understand the 
President's conception of neutrality* Apparently the US recog- 
nizes neutrality only if countries are its followers* If not, no 
such recognition is given. The Soviet position is just .the 
opposite* The Soviet Union sympathizes with countries which have 
embarked upon the Socialist path but it also gives full recogni- 
tion to capitalist countries and here is the difference. It is 
true that if some; country, 6og., in Africa, were, .to adopt .the 
Socialist system, that might mean that a few drops would be added 
to the bucket of Communist power if this balance of power were 
regarded as consisting of a bucket on each side* But this would 
be an expression of popular will. If there were to be inter- 
ference, there would be a chain reaction and ultimately war be- 
tween our two countries. Mr. Khrushchev then recalled the recent 
visit to the Soviet Union by the Prime Minister of Somalia* The 
Prime Minister is a comparatively young man who was educated in 
the spirit of Italian culture* He said that he wanted his 
country to develop along Socialist lines* But the question arises 
as to what is Socialism in the view of all these people. Nasser* 
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Nehru, Nkrumah, Sukarno — all of tham have said that they want 
their countries to develop along Socialist lines; but what kind 
of a socialist is Nasser when he keeps Communists in jail? Nehru 
certainly does not favor the Communist party of India either. 
However, the Soviet Union helps these people and this is a mani- 
festation of its policy of non-interference. If a country em- 
barks on the road of capitalism the Soviet Union is convinced, and 
sincerely desires, that it will return to the path of Social ism. 
But it will be tne people who will bring about such change • 




Mr. Khrushchev continued by saying that this policy is un- 
reasonable and might ultimately cause war # He then stated that 
the United States had surrounded the USSR with bases* This is 
very unwise and aggravates the relations between the two countries. 
The countries where the bases are located spend money on their 
military establishments while their people live like paupers « 
Thus these people have the choice of developing along militarist 
lines or rising. We must be reasonable and keep our forces within 
our national boundaries. This is Soviet policy. The President 
himself has recognized this fact because in his speeches he has 
stated the need for reviewing the deployment of US bases, in part 
because of technological developments and also for other reasons. 
So the people in the countries where the United States has bases 
will rise and fch#t-ns will blame the USSR for that, but it will be 
ita own ft 




ishchev said that 

he had not spoken against the rresicfent personally and would not 
wish to do so. He said he wanted to Improve relations between 
the two countries with the President in the White House., but he 
may turn out to be wrong- Tn that event he would have to cril 
ioise the President too< 
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He again 

referred. to the figjht against Americana in the irar^ast and 
against the French, the British, and Germans in .other areas of 
Russia during the Civil War* He said that this fight had been 



carried 
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carried on until its victorious end and that any country would 
do the same. Such wars are not aggressive, they are holy wars. 

The President said that he wanted to reply to Mr. Khrush- 
chev's remark regarding the US's conception of neutrality. He 
said -he believed that our two countries with their different 
social systems or any other country could pursue an independent 
policy. Yugoslavia, India, and Burma are extremely satisfactory 
situations as far as the United States is concerned* The problem 
is if the Communist cause were to win in certain areas, and if 
those areas were to associate themselves closely with the Soviet 
Union, that would create strategic problems for the United States . 
The same would apply to the Soviet Union if in a country like 
Poland a government were created that associated itself closely 
with the West. Referring to Mr. Khrushchev's remark that the 
United States supports certain governments which are not sup- 
ported by the people, the President said that this may be so # 
However, the President said, if the people of Poland were given a 
chance to express their choice, one could not be certain as to 
what the result would be. Certainly one could think that they 
mi git not necessarily support the present government. The 
President then said that certain problems cannot be successfully 
settled, at least here. However, he expressed the hope that the* 
Laotian problem could be discussed in more detail as well as the 
problem of nuclear tests, which is of interest to our two 
countries and to the world in general. Agreement en this issue 
would certainly improve the climate throughout the world. 

Mr. Khrushchev said that he wanted to reply on the question 
of Poland. He said it was not respectful on the President's 
part to speak in such a manner of a government the US recognizes 
and with which it maintains diplomatic relations. After all, 
Poland could say similar things about the United States. This, 
he said, is the line of aggravating rather than improving re- 
lations. He suggested that the situation be tested, perhaps by 
having a public debate any place in the USSR or the United 
States, and then the people will say where the truth lies. 
Poland has had elections to its parliament, the Sejm, and its 
election system is more democratic than that in the United States. 

The President interjected that people in the United States 
had a choice, tfiereas in Poland there was only one group. Mr. 
Khrushchev replied that parties in the United States were only 
for the purpose of deluding the people, since there was no dif- 
ference between the parties. This , he said, was the opinion of 
the Soviet Union, which, of course, did not commit either the 
Soviet Union or the United States to anything. In any event, 
no one should interfere in the Soviet Union's internal affairs* 
Mr. Khrushchev continued by saying that another test of the 
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situation 
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situation would be to withdraw the forces of the two sides and 
have the people decide. The Soviet Union has very few forces in 
Poland and has already withdrawn its troops from Hungary. If 
forces were withdrawn, there would not he_jeven a semblance of. 
ressure on the people in those areas . 




After all, the United States might even occupy Crimea and say^ 
that this would improve its strategic position. This would be 
true. But it would be the policy of Dulles, a policy of strength. 
Times have changed and such policy is ,doomed to failure. If the 
US wants to dictate its conditions, that is inconceivable today. 
No improvement of relations would be possible in such circum- 
stances. Reverting to Laos, Mr. Khrushchev said that the Con- 
ference was in session and that it was there that a solution 
should be worked out. The USSR will exert efforts to solve the 
Laotisn question and have a government establish control in that 
country. However, the Soviet Union will not agree to the ICC's 
becoming a kind of a supragovernment administering the country. 

The President said that he wantedt^g|spond to these re- v 

marks without referring to Poiandl (He said he agreed 

that the ICC should be no government.. However, it should deter- 
mine whether a cease fire exists. The Soviet side has claimed 
that there have been breaches on the part of the forces supported 
by us. Our people have said that the forces supported by the 
Soviet Union have breached the cease fire. The President said 
he believed it would be a simple matter for the ICC to examine 
these charges and to submit its report. This, should take only 
a few days and then the next step would be the creation of an 
independent and neutral Laos* 

Mr. Khrushchev responded by saying that the Soviet Union 
approached the situation differently. Referring to the President's 
remark that Viet Minh forces were involved in Laos, he said that 
he had no such information and that this was inaccurate. What is 
more accurate, and what is an actual fact, is that military action 
was started from Thailand by the United States. 

The President replied that whether he or Mr. Ktorushclaev were 
right the problem was to have the ICC examine the situation with 
regard to the cease fire, without action by Viet Minh or any 
other action. The cease fire ia the main problem now* 
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_ Mr. Khrushchev aaid that he agreed. However, he said that I 
this could not be done without taking into account the forces 
participating in the struggle. There are three forces in this 
area and they must agree among themselves. Even if our two 
countries were to agree, that agreement would serve no useful 
purpose without agreement among the forces participating in the 
struggle. © - 

The President suggested that the two countries use their in- 
fluence with the people they are associated with to induce them 
to support the ICC and grant the Commission free access to the 
respective areas, so that the Commission could perform its task 
effectively. Then the next step would be the creation of an in- 
dependent and neutral Laos 

Mr. Khrushchev expressed agreement that both countries should 
use tneir influence so as to bring about agreement among the forces 
participating in the Laotian struggle. 

The President said that he believed that on this point agree- 
ment^ could be reached here. He remarked facetiously that this 
™?£ % possible even if no agreement could be reached on the 
merits of the American election system. 

a«^f 1 tK B 5£f: d I S2teS! t **■ lafcter *" stionwas - ^—i 

* D ™ I ?/^ W ° f the la ; te hour ' the Resident suggested that per- 
haps, .ir there was a chance, the question of nuclear tests could 
-« Ji s ? u f ed during the dinner given by the Austrian President, 
so that tomorrow most of the time could be devoted to the pro- 
blem of Germany. Otherwise, both problems could be discussed 
tomorrow, 

Mr. Khrushchev replied that he would like to connect the 

XS S $J25 Sf nucl !ff te3ts &nd disarmament. He said that he would 
set forth his position on this issue as well as, of course, on 
Germany. The main problem in this latter matter is that of a 
Peace treaty. The Soviet Union hopes that the US will understand 
this ^estion so that both countries can sign a peace treaty to- 
gether. This would improve relations. But if the United States 
refuses to^sign a peace treaty, the Soviet Union will do so and 
nothing will stop it. 



The conversation ended at 6:14.5 P.M. 
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